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INDEX OF RECOMMENDATIONS 


SOCIAL SECURITY AMENDMENTS OF 1960 
I. HOUSE BILL (H.R. 12580) 


“To extend and improve coverage under the Federal Old-Age, 
Survivors, and Disability Insurance System and to remove hardships 
and inequities, improve the financing of the trust funds, and provide 
disability benefits to additional individuals under such system; to 
provide grants to States for medical care for aged individuals of low 
income; to amend the public assistance and maternal and child welfare 
provisions of the Social Security Act; to improve the unemployment 
compensation provisions of such Act; and for other purposes.” 

A. Att Provistons tv House BI: 
FavoRED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare (Arthur S. 
Flemming), p. 58. 


II. OLD-AGE, SURVIVORS, AND DISABILITY INSURANCE 


A. COVERAGE: 
1. Self-employed professional groups: 

a. Physicians (compulsory coverage as provided in sec. 104 of 
the House bill (H.R. 12580)): 

FavoRED BY— 
Departs of Health, Education, and Welfare (Arthur 
S. Flemming), p. 43. 
Amaric an Public Welfare Association, p. 305. 
Committee on Social Security for Physicians (F. L. 
Schamberg), p. 275. 
Hanno, Harold A., M.D. (Philagesphip)s p. 194. 
Se hafer, Joseph A. , C.P.A., p. 
OpposEp BY- 
American Madea Association (Dr. Leonard Larson), 
p. 221. bet 
Duin, Dr. H. H., Anderson, Indiana, p. 333. wm 
Medical Society of the State of North Carolina (Amos 
N. Johnson), p. 430. 
Texas Medical Association (May Owen), p. 334. 

b. Ministers (extension to April 15, 1962 (mow April 15, 1959), 
of time within which ministers may elect coverage, as 
provided in sec. 101 House bill): 

FavoreD BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare (Arthur 
S. Flemming), p. 43. 


1 





INDEX OF RECOMMENDATIONS ON H.R. 12580 





c. Christian Science Practitioners (continuation of exclusion of 
Christian Science practitioners from coverage) : 
FAVORED BY— 
Christian Science Commiftee on Publications (J. Bur- 
roughs Stokes), p. 195. 
2. Employees: 
a. Medical internes (coverage as in sec. 104 of House bill (H.R. 
12580)): 
FavORED BY— 
Committee on Social Security for Physicians (F. L. 
Schamberg), p. 278. 
OpposED BY— 
American Hospital Association (Kenneth Williamson), 
. 406. 
b. Parents (coverage of parents employed in a business by their 
sons or daughters as in sec. 105 of House bill): 
FavorRED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare (Arthur 
S. Flemming), p. 43. 

c. Employees of nonprofit organizations (revisions in method of 
coverage of employees of nonprofit organizations as in 
sec. 106 of House bill): 

FAVORED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare (Arthur 
S. Flemming), p. 43. 

d. Employees of State and local governments: 

(1) Revisions in coverage of employees of State and local 
governments as provided in section 102 of House bill 
(H.R. 12580): 

FAVORED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare 
(Arthur S. Flemming), p. 43. 

(2) Extension (until July 1, 1960) of provision in 1958 
amendments which allows the State of Maine to 
treat the positions of teachers and those of non- 
professional employees in the same retirement sys- 
tem as separate groups for coverage purposes (ex- 
pired July 1, 1960): 

FavorEeD BY— 
Muskie, Hon. Edmund S., Senator from Maine, p. 


196. 

(3) Provision allowing California to modify its agreement so 
as to cover certain employees of the El Centro 
Community Hospital: 

FavorED BY— 
Saund, Hon. D. S., Congressman from California, 


p. 379. 
(4) Validation of coverage for certain Mississippi teachers 
(sec. 102(h) of House bill (H.R. 12580)): 
FavorED BY— 
Stennis, Hon, John, Senator from Mississippi, p. 397. 
(5) “Split division” method of coverage: 
OpposED BY— 
Public Employees Retirement System of Ohio (Fred 
L. Schneider), p. 402. 
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(6) Coverage of employees not yet covered under Social 
Security on a voluntary self-employed basis: 
FavorRED BY— 
Public Employees Retirement System of Ohio (Fred 
L. Schneider), p. 403. 

3. Extension of program to Guam and American Samoa, as in 

section 103 of I House bill (H.R. 12580): 
FAVORED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare (Arthur S. 
lemming), p. 43. 
4. Extension of coverage to all workers: 
FAVORED BY— 
Chamber of Commerce of the United States, p. 438. 
B. Insurep Status: 

1. Insured status requirement of one out of four quarters since 
1950 (now one out of two quarters) as in section 204 of 
House bill H.R. 12580: 

FAVORED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare (Arthur S. 
lemming), p. 43. 
(Some questions raised by Bureau of Budget, p. 198.) 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 305. 
OpPposED BY— 
Chamber of Commerce of the United States, p. 438. 

2. Amendment making the “one out of four” provision inapplicable 
to individuals covered by certain public employee retire- 
ment systems in New Jersey (amendment 6—24-60-D) : 

FAVORED BY— 
Case, Hon. Clifford P., Senator from New Jersey, p. 331. 
New Jersey Education Association and New Jersey Civil 
Service Association (James P. Connerton), p. 324. 
Williams, Hon. Harrison A., Jr., Senator from New Jersey, 
p. 279. 
OpposED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, p. 464. 
C. RETIREMENT AGE: 
1. Reduction for both men and women: 
FAVORED BY— 
National League of Senior Citizens, Inc., and California 
Institute of Social Welfare (George McLain), p. 193. 

2. Actuarial reduction for men retiring at age 62 (amendment 6—-24— 

60—-N, Mr. Byrd of West Virginia and others) : 
FavoRED BY— 

Byrd, Hon. Robert C., Senator from West Virginia, p. 149. 
OpprosED BY— 

Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, p. 469. 

3. Actuarial reduction for men retiring at age 62 and for women 
at age 60 (amendment 6-24-60-O, Mr. Byrd of West 
Virginia) : 

OpposED BY— 
Department of Health, Edueation, and Welfare, p. 469. 
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D. Exviersmity ror Survivors AND DEpENDENTs BENEFITS: 


1. Allow benefits to survivors of workers who died prior to 1940, 

as in section 205 of House bill (H.R. 12580): 

FAVORED BY— L 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare (Arthur S. 
Flemming), p. 44. 
Bureau of the Budget (Maurice H. Stans), p. 198. 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 305. 

2. Continuation of a child’s benefit until age 21 (now age 18) if 
he has been regularly and continuously attending school 
(amendment 6—24—60G, Messrs Javits and Keating) : 

OpposED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, p. 467. 

3. Payment of survivor benefits to a child on record of an individual 
who stood in loco parentis to that child (amendment 6-—24- 
60—F, Messrs Javits and Keating): 

Favorep By (with modification): 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, p. 466. 

4, Payment of child’s benefit on the record of the natural or adopt- 
ing father even though child is receiving more than one-half 
of his support from his stepfather at the time he files ap- 
plication, as in section 202 of House bill (H.R. 12580): 

FAVORED BY 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 305. 

. Payment of child’s benefit to children born or adopted after a 
parent’s disability as in section 201 of House bill (H.R. 
12580): 

FAVORED BY— 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 305. 





or 


. BENEFIT AMOUNTS: 


1. Increase in amount of benefits: 
FAVORED BY— 
AFL-CIO (Nelson Cruikshank), p. 226. 
National League of Senior Citizens, Inc., and California 
Institute of Social Welfare (George McLain), p. 193. 


2. Increase in widow’s benefit to 85 percent of primary benefit (now 
75 percent) (S. 3725, Mr. Saltonstall), p. 362: 
FavoRED BY— 
Saltonstall, Hon. Leverett, Senator from Massachusetts, 
p. 373. 
3. Increase minimum benefit to $40 (now $33) (S. 3725, Mr. 


Saltonstall), p. 362. 
FAVORED BY— 
Saltonstall, Hon. Leverett, Senator from Massachusetts, 
p. 373. 

4. Increase in benefits payable to each child to three-fourths of 
primary amount within family maximum as in section 301 
of House bill (H.R. 12580): 

FavoRED BY— 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 305. 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare (Arthur S. 
Flemming), p. 43. 
Bureau of the Budget (Maurice H. Stans), p. 198. 
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F. RetrreMEent Test (INcomp Limrration): 
1. Inerease in $1,200 earnings limitation in present law: 
FAVORED BY— 

. American Association of University Women (Katherine 

Bain and Ysabel Forker), p. 416. 

: 2. Increase of earnings limitation to $1,800 (amendment 6-27-60—A, 

| Mr. Keating; amendment 6-28-60-C, Mr. Humphrey; 
amendment 6-27-60-I, Mr. Shoeppel, and amendment 
6-29-60-—X, Mr. Hartke): 

OpposED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, p. 480. 

. Increase of earnings limitation to $2,400 (amendments 6—-27- 
60—-E, Mr. Javits and 6-29-60-Y, Mr. Hartke): 

FAVORED BY— 
National League of Senior Citizens, Inc., and California 
Institute of Social Welfare (George McLain), p. 193. 
OpPposED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, p. 480. 

4. Increase of earningslimitation to $3,000 (amendment 6-29-60-Z, 

Mr. Hartke): 
OpposED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, p. 480. 

. Increase earnings limitation to $3,600 (amendment 6-—29-60- 
AA, Mr. Hartke): 

OpposED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, p. 480. 

6. Eliminate all earnings limitations (amendment 6—29-60-BB, 
Mr. Hartke; amendment 6—27-60-B, Mr. Keating): 

OpposED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, p. 480. 

. Revise retirement test so that $1 reduction in benefits for every 
$2 of earnings over $1,200 and up to $2,400; $1 for $1 
reduction over $2,400 (S. 3725, Mr. Saltonstall) : 

FAVORED BY— 

) Saltonstall, Hon. Leverett B., Senator from Massachusetts, 

p. 372. 
G. IncREASE IN TAXABLE Wace Base: 
1. Increase from $4,800 to $6,000 (S. 3725, Mr. Saltonstall), p. 362. 
FavorED BY— 
Saltonstall, Hon. Leverett, Senator from Massachusetts, 
p. 373. 
H. Disasrtity INSURANCE: 
1. Removal of age 50 requirement for benefits as in section 401 of 
House bill (H.R. 12580): 
FavorED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare (Arthur S. 
lemming), p. 42. 
Bureau of the Budget (Maurice H. Stans), p. 198. 
American Foundation for the Blind (Irvin P. Schloss), p. 
383. 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 304. 
National Association of Social Workers (Rudolph T. Dan- 
stedt), p. 422. 
OpposED BY— 
Illinois Manufacturers’ Association, p. 436, 
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. Extension of 12-month trial worker period to all beneficiaries 
(now applies only to those receiving Federal-State Voca- 
tional Rehabilitation services) as in section 403 of House 
bill (H.R. 12580): 

FavORED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare (Arthur S. 
Flemming), p. 43. 
Bureau of the Bud et (Maurice H. Stans), p. 198. 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 304. 
. More liberal definition for blindness, eligibility requirement of 
one quarter of coverage, and exemption for blind benefi- 
ciaries from present law’s deduction of benefits because of 
refusal to accept rehabilitation services (amendment 6—28- 
60—-A, Messrs. Humphrey and Javits): 
FavoRED BY— 

National Foundation of the Blind (John W. Nagle), p. 287. 
OpPposED BY— 

Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, p. 494. 

Payment of benefit to dependents of persons who filed applica- 
tion for disability before August 28, 1958 (when dependent’s 
benefits were first paid) on a fully retroactive basis to that 
date if dependent files application within 12 months of final 
determination of disability: 

FAVORED BY— 
Henderson, Hon. John E., Congressman from Ohio, p. 417. 


I. FINANCING 


1 


2 


3 


. Change in interest rate provision for trust funds in section 701 (d) 
of House bill (H.R. 12580): 
FAVORED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare (Arthur S. 
Flemming), p. 44. 
Bureau of “ Budget (Maurice H. Stans), p. 198. 
. Federal contribution of one-third of the cost of the social security 
systems: 
FavoRED BY— 
National League of Senior Citizens, Inc., and California 
Institute of Social Welfare (George McLain), p. 193. 

. Social-security tax rate frozen at 3 percent each on employers 
and employees with other funds required derived from the 
general revenues: 

FavoRED BY— 
Schafer, Joseph A., C.P.A., p. 397. 


J. Misce,tuangous OASDI Proposa.s: 


1 


. “Blanketing in” presently ineligible people under Social Security : 
Blanketing in of persons over 65 or disabled, possibly on their 
payment of an “equivalent” social-security tax: 
FAVORED BY— 
Schafer, Joseph A., C.P.A., p. 396. 
Blanketing in of old-age-assistance recipients: 
FAVORED BY— 
National League of Senior Citizens, Inc., and California 
Institute of Social Welfare (George McLain), p. 193. 
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2. Deletion of all insurance terminology in the OASDI program: 
FAVORED BY— 
ee State Association of Life Underwriters, resolution 
ol, p. 432. 


Ill, PUBLIC ASSISTANCE 


A. Exiersiniry Ace (OLp-AGE ASssISTANCE): 
1. Reduce eligibility age: 
FAVORED BY— 
National League of Senior Citizens, Inc., and California 
Institute of Social Welfare (George McLain), p. 193. 
B. GENERAL ASSISTANCE: 
1. Federal aid for State general assistance programs: 
FAVORED BY— 
American Foundation for the Blind (Irvin P. Schloss), p. 
383. 
2. Federal aid for State general assistance programs (as in S. 3755, 
Mr. McCarthy): 
FavorED BY— 
National Association of Social Workers (Rudolph T. Dan- 
stedt), p. 424. 
C,. FepreRAL STANDARDS: 

1. Liberalizations relating to the needs tests and other provisions 
in public assistance (amendment 6—28-60—F, Mr. Humph- 
rey): 

OpposED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, p. 506. 

2. shige 7% of residence requirement in all public assistance 
titles: 

FavoRED BY— 
American Foundation for the Blind (Irvin P. Schloss), 
. 383. 
3. Extension of “partial exemption of earnings in some of the public 
assistance titles”’: 
FAVORED BY— 
American Foundation for the Blind (Irvin P. Schloss), 
p. 383. 
D. Feperat Matcuine ForMvuta: 

1. Increase Federal maximum to $66 per month (now $65) for old- 
age assistance, aid to the blind, and aid to the permanently 
and totally disabled and to $33 per month (now $30) for 
aid to dependent children; increase matching to five-sixths 
of first $18 (now $14 out of first $17) for ADC, etc. (restor- 
ing House bill figures in 1958): 

FAVORED BY— 
Cohen, Wilbur J., professor of public welfare administra- 
tion, University of Michigan, p. 316. 

2. More generous Federal matching in line with the report of the 

Advisory Council on Public Assistance, 1960: 
FavoRED BY— 
AFL-CIO (Nelson Cruikshank), p. 226. 
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3. Increase (unspecified) in Federal share of public assistance pro- 
grams: 
FavoRED BY— 
American Foundation for the Blind (Irvin. P. Schloss), p. 
383. 
National League of Senior Citizens, Inc., and California 
Institute of Social Welfare (George McLain), p. 193. 
4. Extend to Puerto Rico, Guam, and the Virgin Islands the same 
Federal matching formula which applies to States: 
FAVORED BY— 
American Foundation for the Blind (Irvin P. Schloss), p. 
383. 
E. Arp To THE BLIND PROGRAM: 

1. Disregard earnings up to $1,000 a year (now $50 per month) 

(amendment 6-29-60-CC, Mr. Hartke): 
OprosED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, p. 521. 

2. Disregard earnings up to $1,000 a year plus 50 percent of yearly 
net earned income (sec. 1, 8. 3449, Mr. Hartke and others): 

FAVORED BY— 
National Federation of the Blind (John W. Nagle), p. 286; 
and (Dr. Jacobus TenBroek), p. 190. 
Sundquist, Perry, chief, division for the blind, Department 
of Social Welfare of California, p. 288. 

3. States prohibited from imposing a residence requirement for 
eligibility to receive payments to blind recipients (S. 3470, 
Mr. McCarthy): 

FAVORED BY— 
National Federation of the Blind (John W. Nagle), p. 287; 
and (Dr. Jacobus TenBroek), p. 190. 

4, Extension until June 30, 1964 (now June 30, 1961) of the special 
provision permitting Missouri and Pennsylvania additional 
time to bring their programs for the blind into conformity 
with present law (sec. 706 of House bill): 

FAVORED BY— 
Missouri Federation of the Blind (Alma Murphey), p. 291. 
OpposED BY— 
Bureau of the Budget (Maurice H. Stans), p. 199. 


IV. MATERNAL AND CHILD WELFARE SERVICES 


A. Cuitp WELFARE SERVICES: 
1. Liberalization of definition of Child Welfare Services (amend- 
ment 6—28-60-B, Mr. Humphrey): 
FAVORED BYy— 
National Association of Social Workers (Rudolph T. Dan- 
stedt), p. 424. 
OpPposED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, p. 496. 
2. Increase of authorization for child welfare services to $20 mil- 
lion per year (now $17 million), as in section: 707(a)(3) 
(A)(B) of House bill (H.R. 12580): 
OpposED BYy— 
Bureau of the Budget (Maurice H. Stans), p. 199. 
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3. Increase of authorization for child welfare to $25 million per 
year: 
FAVORED BY— 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 305. 
Cohen, Wilbur J., professor of public welfare administra- 
tion, University of Michi gan 317. 
National Association of Social Workers (Rudolph T. 
Danstedt), p. 424. 

4. Authorization for research and demonstration project grants 
for advancement of child welfare as in section 707(b)(3) 
of House bill (H.R. 12580): 

FAVORED BY— 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 305. 
OpPposED BY— 
Bureau of the Budget (Maurice H. Stans), p. 199. 
B. 9 RIPPLED CHILDREN’S SERVICES: 

. Increase of authorization for crippled children’s services to $25 
million per year (now $20 million) as in section 707(a) 
(2)(B) of House bill (H.R. 12580): 

FAVORED BY— 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 305. 
OpposED BY— 
Bureau of the Budget (Maurice H. Stans), p. 199. 
C. MATERNAL AND Cuttp HeAtru SErRvICcEs: 

1. Increase of authorization for maternal and child health services 
to $25 million per year (now $21.5 million) as in section 
707(a)(1)(A) of House bill (H.R. 12580): 

FAVORED BY— 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 305. 
OpposED BY— 
Bureau of the Budget (Maurice H. Stans), p. 199. 


V. UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION 


A. House Bu: 
1. Provisions in House bill (H.R. 12580): 
FAvorep By (in general)— 
Bureau of the Budget (Maurice H. Stans), p. 199. 
Department of Labor (James P. Mitchell), p. 107. 
National Association of Manufacturers, p. 420. 
2. Unemployment tax increase in House bill: 
OpProsED BY— 
Caterpillar Tractor Co., Davenport, lowa (Lee F. Dekald), 
p. 191. 
Chamber of Commerce of the United States, p. 438. 
Illinois Manufacturers’ Association, p. 436 
3. Removal of the House bill’s $350 million limitation on admin- 
istrative expenses for State agencies: 
FavorED BY— 
Department of Labor (James P. Mitchell), p. 107. 
Cohen, Wilbur.J., professor of public welfare Adidthietration, 
University of Mic higan, p. 317. 
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B. MiscELLANEOUS RECOMMENDATIONS: 
1. Addition of Federal benefit standards for State plans: 
FAVORED BY— 
AFL-CIO (Nelson Cruikshank), p. 226. 
2. Reinsurance grants to States with high levels of unemployment: 
FAVORED BY- 
AFL-CIO (Nelson Cruikshank), p. 226. 

3. Authorization of States to cover nonprofit organizations on a 
reimbursement rather than a tax basis without conflict 
with section 3303(a)(1) of Federal Unemployment Tax Act 
(amendment 6-24—60—-E, Messrs. Javits, and Keating) : 

FAVORED BY— 
New York State Department of Labor (William L. O’Toole), 
p. 328. 
Javits, Hon. Jacob K. Senator from New York, p. 327. 
Keating, Hon. Kenneth B., Senator from New York, p. 327. 
OpPposED BY— 
Department of Labor, p. 465. 

4. Extension of coverage to all firms regardless of size (now four or 

more employees) and to nonprofit organizations: 
FavoRED BY— 

Department of Labor (James P. Mitchell), p. 107. 

Bureau of the Budget (Maurice H. Stans), p. 199. 


VI. MEDICAL CARE FOR THE AGED 


A. FeperaAL-StaTE Martcuinec ProGram: 
1. House medical-services-for-aged plan: 
FAVORED BY— 

Alameda Contra Costa Medical Association, Oakland, Calif. 
_(John G. Morrison), p. 431. 

American Hospital Association (Kenneth Williamson), 
p. 407. 

American Medical Association (Dr. Leonard Larson), pp. 
209, 212-213, 220. 

Bureau of the Budget (Maurice H. Stans), if administration 
proposal rejected would ‘‘accept’’ House plan), 200. 

Commerce and Industry Association of New York (Ralph 

_ C. Cross), p. 404. 

Debos, John J., R. P., MPA secretary, p. 341. 

Guild Prese ription Opticians of New Jersey (Jerome 
Saenger), p. 192. 

Medica Society of the State of North Carolina (Amos N. 
Johnson), p. 430. 

National Association of Life Underwriters (Albert C. 
Adams, p. 422. 

Oregon State Medical Society (Louis J. Feves) “‘without 
amendments”, p. 447. 

Rhode Island Medical Society (Earl M. Mara) (by infer- 
ence), p. 448. 

Schafer, Joseph A., C.P.A., p. 397. 

South Dakota State Medical. Association (or delay action), 
p. 427. 
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OpposED BY— 

American Farm Bureau Federation (John C. Lynn), p. 415. 

American Life Convention, Health Insurance Association, 
and Life Insurance Association of America (E. J. Faulk- 
ner) “‘at this time’’, p. 255. 

Chamber of Commerce of the United States, p. 437. 

Illinois Manufacturers Association, p. 435. 

Kentucky Chamber of Commerce (J. C. Zimmerman), 
p. 424. 

Long, Hon. Oren E., Senator from Hawaii, p. 332. 

McNamara, Hon. Pat, Senator from Michigan, p. 109. 

National Associated Businessmen, Inc. (Elton B. Kile), 
p. 446. 

National Association of Manufacturers “at this time’’, 
p. 418. 

National Association of Social Workers (Rudolph T, Dan- 
stedt), p. 422. 

Physicians and Surgeon’s Clinic, Corsicana, Tex. (five 
signatures) “or any other Federal medical plans”, p. 449. 

a. Specific provisions of House plan: 

(1) Section 602—Providing for an increase of Federal matching 
ratio by 5 percent for States showing an improvement 
in their old-age medical-care program: 

FavorRED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare 
(Arthur S. Flemming), p. 45. 
American Hospital Association (Kenneth Williamson), 
p. 407. 
OpPposED BY— 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 303. 
Cohen, Wilbur J., professor of public welfare adminis- 
tration, University of Michigan, p. 307. 

(2) Section 601—Prohibition against an enrollment fee or 

similar provision as a condition for eligibility: 
FAVORED BY— 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 303. 

(3) Section 601—Requirement that both institutional and non- 
institutional services be provided: 

FAVORED BY— 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 303. 

(4) Section 601—Prohibiting durational residence requirements 
as an eligibility factor: 

FAVORED BY— 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 303. 

(5) Section 601—Placing a limitation of $200 a year on labora- 
tory and X-ray expenditures: 

OpposED BYy— 
Cohen, Wilbur J., professor of public welfare adminis- 
tration, University of Michigan, p. 308. 

(6) Section 601—Inclusion of osteopathic services in definition 

of physicians’ services as in House bill (H.R. 12580): 
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FAVORED BY— 
merican Osteopathic Association (Dr. Charles L. 
Ballinger and Dr. C. D. Swope), p. 337. 

(7) Section 601—Expansion of definition of ‘“physician’s serv- 

ices’’ to include services of a podiatrist (chiropodist) : 
FAVORED BY 
American Podiatry Association (A. Rubin), p. 421. 
(8) Section 601—Expansion of definition of ‘‘physician’s serv- 
ices’’ to include services of a chiropractor: 
FavoRED BY— 
National Chiropractic Association (Dr. Emmett J. 
Murphy), p. 195. 
International Chiropractors’ Association (Hugh E. 
Chance), p. 299. 

(9) Section 601—Elimination of provision which limits ‘‘major 
dental treatment’ to conditions that have or may 
“seriously affect’’ a person’s general health and requires 
determination by physicians of necessity for such 
treatment: 

FAVORED BY 
American Dental Association, p. 426. 
(10) Section 601—Expansion of the term “health services for 
the aged”’ to include services of optometrists: 
FavorED BY— 
American Optometric Association (Dr. Eugene Mce- 
Crary), p. 292. 

(11) Section 705—Requiring the Secretary to develop, revise, 
and recommend improved medical care standards for 
public assistance programs: 

FavoRED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare 
(Arthur S. Flemming), p. 45. 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 303. 
Cohen, Wilbur J., professor of public welfare adminis- 
tration, University of Michigan, p. 308. 

(12) Inelusion of proposal requiring that the Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare establish a Medical 
Advisory Committee: 

FavorRED BY— 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 304. 
Cohen, Wilbur, professor of public welfare administra- 
tion, University of Michigan, p..308. 

(13) Establishment of House medical plan under title I (old- 
age assistance) rather than under a new and separate 
title, of the Social Security Act: 

FavoRED BY— 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 303. 
Cohen, Wilbur, professor of public welfare administra- 
tion, University of Michigan, p. 306. 
(14) Deletion of planning grant provision in House bill (as 
unnecessary) : 
FavoRED BY— 
Cohen, Wilbur J., professor of public welfare Administra- 
tion, University of Michigan, p. 307. 
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2. Administration’s medicare plan: 
a. Administration plan plus House plan: 
FAVORED BY— 
Department of Health, Education; and Welfare (Arthur 
S. Flemming), pp. 45-46. * - 
b. Administration plan in lieu of House plan: 
FAVORED BY— 
Bureau of the Budget (Maurice H. Stans), p. 200.* 
OpposED BY— 
National Association of Life Underwriters (Albert C. 
Adams), p. 422. 
Administration plan in lieu of Social Security approach: 
OpposED BY— 
AFL-CIO (Nelson Cruikshank), pp. 224, 237, and 242. 
American Foundation for the Blind (Irvin P. Schloss), 
p. 384. 
American Public Welfare Association, executive com- 
mittee, p. 305. 
Cohen, Wilbur J., professor of public welfare administra- 
tion, University of Michigan, p. 305, 
Kennedy, Hon. John F., Senator from Massachusetts, 
p. 201. 
National Lawyers Guild, p. 396. 
3. Javits health insurance for aged amendment (6—-27-60-H) in 
lieu of House plan: 
FAVORED BY— 
Javits, Hon. Jacob K., Senator from New York, p. 135. 
OpposED BY— 
AFL-CIO (Nelson Cruikshank), p. 241. 
National Lawyer’s Guild, p. 396. 
B. Soctat Security (OASI) Proerams: 
& - ‘ial Security approach plus House plan: 
Anderson medical insurance benefits amendment (6-30- 
60—B) : 
FAVORED BY— 
AFL-CIO (Nelson Cruikshank), p. 240. 
OpposED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, p. 524. 
2. Social Security approach in lieu of House plan: 
a. McNamara retired persons medical insurance amendment 
(6-24-60-C) : 

*Bureau of the Budget (Maurice H. Stans), p. 200, states ‘“However, if the Congress should determine to 
enact both the House bill and the Administration proposal, it should be fully understood that there would 
have to be an application of the needs tests in the House bill so as to insure that first-dollar costs of those 
eligible would be paid only for persons who qualify as indigent under the present public assistance medical 


vendor programs. There might also be other adjustments meeded in order to avoid unnecessary over - 
lapping.” 
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FAVORED BY— 

Americans for Democratic Action (signature of 28 
physicians), p. 407. 

American Federation of State, County, and Municipal 
Employees (Arnold S. Zander), p. 340. 

Bartlett, Hon. E. L., Senator from Alaska, p. 428. 

Long, Hon. Oren E., Senator from Hawaii, p. 333. 

Magnuson, Hon. Warren G., Senator from Washington, 

. 285. 

biciteshetid, Hon. Pat, Senator from Michigan, p. 108. 

Murray, Hon. James E., Senator from Montana, p. 414. 

National Lawyer’s Guild, p. 396. 

President’s Council of the Older Adults Department of 
the Jewish Community Centers of Chicago (Beatrice 
Bandolin), p. 194. 

Textile Workers Union of America (William Pollock), 

. 439. 

Window Cleaners Union, Local 16, Building Service Em- 
ployees International Union, Pittsburgh, Pa. (Leo 
Kaprus), p. 441. 

Wisconsin Council of County and Municipal Employees, 
Local 720, Madison, Wis. (Mercedes Dufour), p. 338. 

OpPposED BY— 

Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, pp. 104, 
451. 

Chamber of Commerce of the United States, p. 438. 


5. Morse hospital and surgical insurance amendment (6—27-60-F) 


(identical with Forand bill): 


FAVORED BY— 


Americans for Democratic Action (signatures of 28 physi- 
cians), p. 407. 
National Lawyers Guild, p. 396. 


OpPposED BY— 


Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, p. 482. 
Chamber of Commerce of the United States, p. 437. 
Stout, S. Frank, Clarksburg, W. Va., p. 405. 


c. Humphrey hospitalization and nursing insurance amendment 


(6-28-60-B) : 


OprosED BY— 


Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, p. 513. 


4. Social Security approach in general: 
FavorED BY— 


Altmeyer, Arthur J., former Commissioner for Social Secur- 
ity, p. 332. 

American Foundation for the Blind (Irvin P. Schloss), p. 
383. 

American Nurses’ Association (Mrs. Judith G: Whitaker, 
R.N.), p. 409. 

American Public Welfare Association, p. 304. 

Berger, David, city solicitor, Philadelphia, Pa., p. 339. 

Brooklyn (N.Y.) Bureau of Social Service and Children’s 
Aid Society (Frederick I. Daniels), p. 406. 

Centerville, Pa., medical group (four signatures), p. 190. 
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Cohen, Wilbur J., professor of public welfare administration, 

University of Michigan, p. 315. 

Council of Golden Ring C ubs of Senior Citizens (Adolph 

Held), p. 341.* 

Vedirdtion, of Jewish Charities of Atlantic City, N.J. (Irving 

T. Spivack), p. 416.* 

Golden Age Club of Trenton, N.J. (Benjamin Berman), 

p. 432. 

Twenty-three Governors, p. 161. 
Governors’ conference, resolution of ‘‘Problems of Aging”’, 
p. 161. 

Group Health Association of America (Caldwell D. Esseltyn, 

M.D.), p. 338. 

Harris, Seymour E., Harvard University, p. 194. 
Jewish Family Service of Trenton, N.J. (Mrs. John Hirsch), 

p. 191. 

Kennedy, Hon. John F., Senator from Massachusetts, 

p. 201. 

46 national and international labor organizations: 

AFL-CIO (Nelson Cruikshank, testimony of), p. 223. 

Also inserted statements by other unions on pp. 334,* 
339, 340* (four statements), 341,* 342* (four state- 
ments), 343* (three statements), 344* (three state- 
ments), 345* (two statements), 346* (two statements), 
347* (four statements), 348,* 349,* 350 (two state- 
ments), 351* (four statements), 352,* 353* (three 
statements), 354* (five statements), 428,* 440,* 441.* 

27 State labor organizations: 

Alabama, p. 348;* Arizona, p. 350; California, p. 333;* 
Colorado, p. 350;* Connecticut, p. 439; Idaho, p. 351; 
Illinois, p. 349;* Indiana, p. 343;* Maine, p. 346;* 
Maryland, p. 346; Massachusetts, p. 342; Minnesota, 
p. 354;* Mississippi, p. 349;* Montana, p. 352;* New 
Hampshire, p. 343;* Nebraska, p. 313;* New Mexico, 
p. 352; North Carolina, p. 341;* New Jersey, p. 346; 
Ohio, p. 353;* Oklahoma, p. 344;* Oregon, p. 350;* 
Pennsylvania, p. 349;* Utah, p. 348;* Vermont, p. 
348;* West Virginia, p. 353;* Wisconsin, p. 344.* 

6 local labor organizations: 

Bangor, Maine, p. 346* (three organizations) ; Pittsburgh, 

Pa., p. 441; New York, p. 430; Oakland, Calif., p. 352.* 
Long, Hon. Oren E., Senator from Hawaii, p. 332. 
Mazique, Dr. E. C., , president, National Medical Associa- 

tion, p. 339. 

McNamara, Hon. Pat, Senator from Michigan, p. 108.* 
National Association of Social Workers (Rudolph | a 

Danstedt), p. 423. 

National Consumers League (Vera Mayer), p. 340. 
Nationwide Insurance Co., resolution of, p. $42. 
National Leagu. «f Senior Citizens, Inc., and California 

Institute of Ss<iel Welfare (George McLain), p. 193. 

Physician’s Forum (Allan M. Butler), p. 384. 
Schottland, Charles I., dean, Brandeis University, and 

former Commissioner of Social Security), p. 400.* 


*Also opposed to “means test’’ approach. 
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22 Social Security professionals, including administrators, 
professors, two former Commissioners of Social Security 
and one Deputy Commissioner of Social-Security, p. 378. 

Individual doctors: Four on p. 335, p. 338, pp. 345, 397, 
409, 431, three on p. 439, three on p. 440, p. 441. 

Volplan, Joseph, Seafarer’s welfare plan, p. 335. 

OpposED BY— 

Department of Health, Education, and Welfare (Arthur S. 
Flemming), pp. 91, 100, 103, 162, 178. 

Aetna Life Insurance Co. (Howard Bull), p. 447. 

American Dental Association, p. 424. 

American Medical Association (Dr. Leonard Larson), p. 209 
plus. 

Cuenraenes & Industry Association of New York, Inc. 
(Ralph C. Cross), p. 403. 

Debus, John J., R.P., MPA secretary, p. 341. 

Javits, Hon. Jacob K., Senator from New York, p. 137. 

Kentucky Chamber of Commerce (J. C. Zimmerman), ‘p. 
424. 

Medical Society of the State of North Carolina (Amos N. 
Johnson), p. 429. 

National Associated Businessmen, Inc. (Elton B. Kile), 
p. 446. 

National Association of Manufacturers, p. 420. 

Oregon State Medical Society (Louis J. Feves), p. 447. 

Pima County (Arizona) Medical Society (L. D. Sprague, 
M.D.), p. 221. 

South Dakota State Medical Association, p. 427. 

The National Association of Life Underwriters (Albert C. 
Adams), p. 422. 


{IscELLANEOUS ECOMMENDATIONS: 


Separate Social Security fund or account to test costs under 

new program. 
FAVORED BY— 
AFL-CIO (Nelson Cruikshank), p. 251. 

“Nursing home”’ care, as defined, should apply only to facilities 
which provide skilled nursing care on a 24-hour basis under 
the supervision of a professional nurse. 

FAVORED BY— 
American Nurses’ Association (Julia C. Thompson), p. 411. 


. Inclusion of nursing benefits, diagnostic, preventive, and re- 


habilitation services: 
FavorRED BY— 
American Nurses Association (Judith G. Whitaker), 
p. 409. 


. Inclusion of a specific prohibition against any deductible or co- 


insurance feature: 
FAVORED BY— 
American Public Welfare Association, p. 303. 


. Use of term “health” services for aged and extension of pro- 


visions to services of optometrists: 
FAVORED BY— 


American Optometric Association (Dr. V. Eugene McCrary), 
p. 292. 
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6. Medical plan under which social-security retirees could purchase 
voluntary protection—half of the premium to be deducted 
from the monthly benefit, the other half from an increase 
in the social security tax—to provide either indemnity or 
service benefits using coinsurance and deductible features. 

FAVORED BY— 

Rubin, A., D.S.C., secretary and editor of the American 
Podiatry Association, p. 421. 
D. FurtHer Stupy REQuIRED: 
FAVORED BY— 

Aetna Life Insurance Co. (Howard Bull), p. 448. 

American Life Convention, Health Insurance Association of 
America, and Life Insurance Association of America (E. J. 
Faulkner), p. 255. 

Broome County (N.Y.) Medical Society (John A. Kalb, M.D.), 

. 432. 

Minos Manufacturers Association, p. 435. 

International Association of Health Underwriters (Bruce 
Gifford), p. 382. 

Jakes, John H., M.D., Candor, N.Y., p. 433. 

Medical Society of the State of North Carolina (Amos N. 
Johnson, M.D.), p. 429. 

National Associated Businessmen, Inc. (Elton B. Kile), p. 446. 

National Association of Manufacturers, p. 418. 

Texas Hospital Association (Fred R. Higginbotham), p. 446. 


VII. MISCELLANEOUS PROPOSALS 


A. Foop-Stamp Puan: 
Establishment offa “food and fiber stamp plan” in the Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare (amendment 6—28—60-E, 
Mr. Humphrey): 
OpposED BY— 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, p. 500. 
B. Income Tax CreEpIT FoR EMPLOYERS OF OLDER WORKERS: 
Provision allowing an employer a credit against his income tax for 
the employment of older persons (amendment 6—28-60—D, 
Mr. Humphrey): 
OpposED BY— 
Department of the Treasury, p. 497. 


O 





